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REMARKS 

Claims 1-28 are pending in the application, and claims 1-3, 5, 7, 9, 15-21, 23-25 
and 27-28 are rejected. Claims 4, 6, 8, 10, 11-14, 22 and 26 are objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form. Applicant respectfully requests review of the final rejections to the 
claims in light of the following discussion. The Office has committed clear error by 
failing to show each and every element as set forth in the claims is disclosed or 
suggested by the cited reference. See MPEP § 2131. This Request for Review is 
submitted along with a Notice of Appeal. 

At section 8 of the Office Action claims 1-3, 5, 7, 9, 15-21, 23-25 and 27-28 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as anticipated by Rinne et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,574,473). The independent claims are claims 1, 17, 23 and 27. 

Applicant respectfully submits that Rinne fails to disclose or suggest independent 
claim 1, because Rinne does not disclose or suggest "defining a protocol initialization 
unit containing predefined information of a first termination point of the radio interface 
protocol by the radio interface protocol," as recited by claim 1. 

Rinne discloses the control of a handover between base stations, which are 
controlled by different radio network controllers. In Rinne, an anchor radio network 
controller is used to route data to another radio network controller that controls a base 
station chosen to be the active base station for communication with a mobile station. 
See column 4, lines 40-48. When the mobile station communicates with another base 
station controlled by a different radio network controller than the one controlling the 
base station which previously communicated by the mobile station, data is routed to the 
different radio network controller by chaining, or by of an optimized connection where 
the connection between the anchor radio network controller and the 'old' radio network 
controller switches to a connection between the anchor radio network controller and a 
'new' radio network controller. See column 5, lines 1-7. 

Rinne discusses transferring the anchor function from one radio network 
controller to another radio network controller, but makes no mention of defining a 
protocol initialization unit containing predefined information of a first termination point of 
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a radio interface protocol. See column 9, lines 9-11. Instead, the anchor function is 
transferred using an actively participating protocol. See column 9, lines 12-14. This 
means that the parameters of the anchor function will also have to be defined in the 
actively participating protocol, and thereby increasing the complexity of the actively 
participating protocol. 

The present invention, as recited by claim 1, uses a protocol initialization unit 
containing the predefined information for initialization of a termination point. Since the 
information for the termination point of the radio interface protocol is contained in the 
protocol initialization unit, it is possible to avoid defining a great number of parameters 
of a first protocol in a second protocol that is used to transfer the first protocol. Instead, 
the radio interface protocol defines a protocol initialization unit, which contains 
information for a termination point of the radio interface protocol. Therefore, the 
invention recited by claim 1 provides a simple manner of relocation of protocol 
termination points without the need to change the protocol used to transfer the 
termination point information. Rinne makes no mention of defining a protocol 
initialization unit containing predefined information of a termination point, and at most 
discusses transferring the anchor function using an actively participating protocol, in 
which the parameters of the anchor function must still be defined. As such, Rinne fails 
to disclose or suggest defining a protocol initialization unit by a radio interface protocol . 

Furthermore, since Rinne does not disclose or suggest "defining a protocol 
initialization unit," Rinne also fails to disclose or suggest transferring the protocol 
initialization unit from the first termination point to a second termination point of the radio 
interface protocol by means of a second protocol, as recited in claim 1 . Therefore, the 
Office has failed to show that each and every element as set forth in claim 1 is disclosed 
or suggested by Rinne. See MPEP § 2131. 

Independent claims 17, 23 and 27 all contain limitations similar to those recited in 
independent claim 1 , and are rejected for the same reasons. Therefore, for at least the 
reasons discussed above in relation to claim 1, independent claims 17, 23 and 27 are 
neither taught or suggested by Rinne. 
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Dependent claims 2-3, 5, 7, 9, 15-21, 24-25 and 28 all depend directly or 
indirectly from an independent claim, and are patentable at least in view of their 
dependencies. 

Dependent claims 4, 6, 8, 10-14, 22 and 26 would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims. In view of the above arguments and the dependencies of the allowable claims, 
applicant respectfully submits that these claims are patentable. 



Conclusion 

It is therefore respectfully submitted that the present application is in condition for 
allowance and such action is earnestly solicited. The undersigned authorizes the 
Commissioner to charge any fee deficiency to Deposit Account No. 23-0442. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: May 5. 2006 '^&^&*7Z 

Keith R. Obert 

WARE, FRESSOLA, VAN DER SLUYS Attorney for Applicant 

& ADOLPHSON LLP Registration No. 58,051 

Bradford Green, Building Five 
755 Main Street, P.O. Box 224 
Monroe, CT 06468 
Telephone: (203)261-1234 
Facsimile: (203)261-5676 
USPTO Customer No. 004955 
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